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S&ah:%ﬂdy Plan
Action Makes!
Arends Mad

‘lcourageously meet that 1ssue,,

Jbinks *“the average person

RGHT

“Our hope is that on this pro-

edural question alone, if for/|

o other rcason, the Houxe'}
ill vote down thls vicious rule.:
he integrity of the House and«
he legislative process is in 1s-i
ue. H
“We cannot but believe that at
ajority of the members Wllll.

otwithstanding the extreme
ressure being applied . . . to’
ave members of Congx eSS
bdicate their legislative respon- il
sibilities.” §
efends CIA : :
Although it may be difficult to«
understand = “the parhameu-|
tary technicalities,” Arendsi

ill fully appreciate there
r; something wrong with a prop-
sition when those in control

. Cong. L. C, Arends of Melvi¢
‘§s “mad” because of the “inso-

‘lent and contemptuous manner
‘in which Secretary of Agricul-.

ture Freeman and the House:

{ Democratic leadership are forc:
| cing” the certificate wheat and;-

‘colton subsidy plans through

Congress. ‘
He reports that reaction in his

weekly  newsletter. “Tu.
arbitrary gag procedurc i
are following is an affren:, ‘o
farmers, an insult to t.
of Representatives zo -
travesty of the whoi: wgisiuliv,
process,” he asserte o

The 17th Distric. voure. it
tive reports that the iiov-:
Rules Commitiee “yielded 1o o
ministration presstre and
ported out a ruie which. in ox-
sence, provides that after onc
hour of debate, the House e~
cepls the wheat bxll that the'Sen-!
ale adopted as an amendric
to the House-passed cotton I: ..
‘Rubber Stamp’

“The House is to ... .or
Stamp what the Senate « " .iin-,
out House membes mow-
ing exactly what was agreed,
to,” since the wheat bill has not,
been considered by a House
committec or the Houge, Arcnds
explains,

Although he opposes the cot-
ton and wheat bilis, Arendg be-
lieves -that a congressmarn fav-
oring both measures, “as a re-

speonsible member of the House™

should ‘“vote against the gag:

Lrula?

idnswered,” Arends last week

. breign  solicy - reaking ageney!
fhat its critics would have the,

rdcicnse as onc who has sons

;]ommxttce on the CIA, He ex-.
]

se such extraordinary proced-
res and pressures.”

After deciding that somel|

{ the ‘“‘misrepresentations”
eard in criticism of the Central
ntelhgence Agency. “shiht c

obtamed a special order froml
¢ House to discuss this whole‘
alir on the {loor.

: nown that the CIA‘
a wheoling and dealing

zople aclieve.”
The ra nres-ntaiive offers thet

'.r.-lc\-;,; ¢’ the agency -ac-
et 55 a wmember of i
ruied Service: Commitee suo-

ains that th: CIA has not:

eent e 1) acower eriticism
- oLpe s m the clos-
' suereey.”! b

——

FOIAb3b




